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110 Would you include humans?
21 A I probably would not.
310 Any other species or factors that were not included by

4| Dr. Storm that you would include?

51 A I think there are other factors. We've talked some about
6| the BMPs. We've not talked about some of the soil phosphorous
7| levels. I think there are some things there that could have

8 .| been done that would have increased the reliability or

9 | increased the -- or decreased the uncertainty around some of
10 | the modeling results.

1110 Can you give me some examples of that, please?

121t A We talked about this earlier with -- or heard about some

131 of this earlier from some of the testimony. Certainly a

14 | sensitivity analysis, varying the soil phosphorous levels and
15| observing what happens in the model response would be helpful.
16 | Some of that was done I believe in Storm 1, if not maybe even
17} Storm 2. There was an opportunity maybe to carry that a

18 | little further to better -- to better identify the impact of
19| some of those kinds of assumptions and how those would impact
20 | how you attribute the phosphorous sources.

211 0Q All right. Anything else that you think could have been
22 | done or should have been done to either increase your

23 | confidence level or to make the output more reliable?

24| A I think I'm done with the data at this point. Can we

25} move on?
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1} to what could have been done to either increase confidence or
2] certainty in the results.

31A Right.

410 Do you have an opinion about some of those factors you

5| had me ask him about?

61 A Yes, I do. BSo maybe you could ask those again.

710 Let me dig those out.

81A Okay.

91Q All right. The first one was, without validation, are
10 | there other ways to increase confidence in the reliability of

11 | model results?

121 A And I think, you know, clearly there are some ways to do
13| that.

1410 All right. And one is parémeter sensitivity analysis?
151A There was limited parameter sensitivity analysis that was

16 | conducted here. I would have liked to have seen more of that.
17} I would have liked to have seen, and I think Dr. Shannon spoke
18} a bit to this, that it would be interesting to see what

19 happens if we do take the defendants' chicken litter numbers
20 | and apply those at face value, see what the model predicts.

21 | There are many other assumptions of that sort or many other

22 | alterations of some of the data that could be made to explore

23 | how those propagate through the model and what net impact on

24 | the results that may have.

2510 All right. What if you ran another model and then




